12/y/79 



;.r» Bavid Q. Flanders, C’hiaf 
i<\>lrt/i-'A branch 

Washington, B.C. 20959 

.bear Hr. Piaaders, 

Thank you for your 12/4/79 response to =.;y 10/19/79 1 tter to the department 
in which 1 stated that the originals of the statements tjiken f un employees of the 
Texas dchool hook Bepository -'tiildiu. were not with the retyped copies in tlie 
JFK aseassiJiation file. 

It now p ; .ears that tte reason 1 could not find then in the Hq records is because 
the originals never reached f BIHv*. 

You were kind enough to refer ae to 10CM0461-1A232. Beoaus® of the considerable 
amount of work 1 liave done to prepare the reoorde for trsinafer to the University locating 
Ik 232 was not the problem it might lusve been, coring from la through 6 being bound 
in a single very large Action or volu te in which e van tlic cover pages are internal. 

Although initial «oa; duatiom of this fat volume would load one to believe that 
it co isists of what tho Warren Comiseion published, these statements are there, 
mixed in after the transcripts of the police radio log and sox* farmland hospital records. 

'The original of firs, Arnold's statement confirms what she told a reporter I directed 
to her, that the st&t >iaent was written for her by the Pul agent, who limited it to what 
ho wanted included amt then made an error in the time at which ahe left the building. 

She said it was at 12*25 p.-u. , which is five tatnutee before the President was killed. 

But the agont wrote 12*25 a.m. , wiiich in 18 bourn earlier. The error is interesting. 

It also is not the only error in tine the FBI nude. In an earlier interview no notes 
relating to which 1 have seen the FBI placed it at 12*15 p.». 

The former Mrs. Arnold knew Oswald. 3he told the PiE what is not in tha statement 
writ ton out for her to sign, that as she left the building aha saw Oswald, on the first 
floor* it hap ens that tdc PiE wanted Oswald to be An the aieth floor at that time and 
fro its own recoaatrlction of tbs tine required to reassemble the rifle it believes 
was disassembled busily engjig-ess in reassembling it. 




uiawcfort -kit have cos« from a witness who krmi Oswald ana saw him 

o.a tte fir-t floor at a fciuo tiii.it pr-.aludad his being the sixth floor sssaawAn was 
fidni-daed by tiring it 10 ndnutee too airly* In this way the first report did ndniniaa 
:d-y diaoonfort* 

Further amotion cocas from the omission of what is in the tauch later r»poi*t, 

' A ;;ara ® £:: ot * iVe others who were with ^rs. Arnold. When Mrs. Arnold signed tills later 
- v coni tJ<© agant te ocilted the part about her just lasting the bull lag and seeing 
Oswald. Instead ho .-rote in for her to sign that "1 did not am nee Harvey Oswald 
at the tine President Kennedy was shot." 

fhia, of course, was five minutes after Mrs, Arnold told the FBI she jj|& seen 
Oswald on the. first floor. 

i have no iaio 1 cign and no reason to believe tliat anyone in the F J put these 
two records toother and asked any of those with rfrs, aznedd for conformation of her 
statement that she saw Oswald at a tire that eliminated l<im an the assassin. However, 
if I urn wrong in. this I most assuredly would & rcciate being referred to any such 
records, whether thoy confirs or dispute what Mrs. Arnold actually told the FBI. 

Thanks for the help. When a witness give;;, what would appear to be a pretty farout 
otatMient, i this case that the FBI would oiodate what she said by » half day, it is 
got^d to be able to confirm that it was not at all farout. 




